REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the present application is respectfully requested. 
Summary of Final Office Action 

Claim 19 was objected to do to an informality. Claims 12-16 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) based on U.S. Patent no. 6,263,369 of Sitaraman et al. 
("Sitaraman"). Claims 17-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on 
Sitaraman in view of U.S. Patent no. 6,321 ,259 of Ouellette et al. ("Ouellette"). 

Summary of Amendments 

Claims 1-29 have been canceled. Claims 30-45 are newly added. 

All of the new claims are fully supported by Applicant's specification as 
filed. No new matter has been added. 

Request for Telephone Interview 

Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner contact the undersigned 
at (408) 720-8300 to schedule a telephone interview, in the event the Examiner 
does not find the present application to be allowable after considering this 
response. 

Discussion of Rejections 

In general, a network cache may require access to an authentication 
database in order to authenticate users who request content that the cache can 
provide. In the prior art, configuring a network cache to communicate with an 
authentication database has been done manually. This task is typically time- 
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consuming and error-prone. Accordingly, the present invention is directed to a 
technique by which a network cache can be configured more quickly and easily, 
and with fewer errors, to communicate with an authentication database. 
For example, claim 30 recites: 



30. (New) A method comprising: 

from a network cache, causing attributes in an object 
stored in an authentication database to be output to an 
operator, the authentication database containing user information 
for use by the network cache to authenticate a user during a 
subsequent authentication process; 

at the network cache, receiving from the operator user 
input identifying a name of an attribute in the object, the user 
input responsive to the attributes having been output to the 
operator; and 

in response to the user input, storing the name of the 
attribute in a configuration database of the network cache, for 
use by the network cache during the subsequent 
authentication process. (Emphasis added.) 



The cited art fails to teach or suggest the method of claim 30, either 
individually or in combination. 

Sitaraman relates to a technique for allowing a network access point (e.g., 
a host computer on a network) to store a local database or cache of user records 
for purposes of authentication, authorization and accounting (AAA), and for 
synchronizing the local database with a central database or cache or other local 
databases, without undesirably consuming network bandwidth. However, 
Sitaraman does not relate to, or disclose any technique for, simplifying or 
otherwise improving the process of configuring a device to communicate with an 
authentication database. 
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More specifically with reference to claim 30, Sitaraman is not seen to 
disclose or suggest, from a network cache, causing attributes in an object stored 
in an authentication database to be output to an operator. Nor is Sitaraman seen 
to disclose or suggest that such network cache receives from the operator user 
input identifying a name of an attribute in the object, where the user input is 
responsive to the attributes having been output to the operator. Further, 
Sitaraman is not seen to disclose or suggest then storing the name of the 
attribute in a configuration database of the network cache in response to the user 
input, for use by the network cache during the subsequent authentication 
process. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, claims 30 and all claims which depend 
on it are thought to be patentable over the cited art. 

Each of the other independent claims includes limitations similar to those 
discussed above, and other limitations. Therefore, all of Applicant's claims are 
thought to be patentable over the cited art at least for reasons substantially 
similar to those discussed above. 

Applicants have not necessarily discussed here every reason why every 
pending independent claim is patentable over the cited art; nonetheless, 
Applicants are not waiving any argument regarding any such reason or reasons. 
Applicants reserve the right to raise any such additional argument(s) during the 
future prosecution of this application, if Applicants deem it necessary or 
appropriate to do so. 
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Dependent Claims 

In view of the above remarks, a specific discussion of the dependent 
claims is considered to be unnecessary. Therefore, Applicants' silence regarding 
any dependent claim is not to be interpreted as agreement with, or acquiescence 
to, the rejection of such claim or as waiving any argument regarding that claim. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, the present application is believed to be in 
condition for allowance, and such action is earnestly requested. 

If there are any additional charges, please charge Deposit Account No. 
02-2666. 



Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 



Dated: August 16, 2007 





Jordan/M: Becker 



Reg. Mb. 39,602 



Customer no. 48102 
1279 Oakmead Parkway 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-4040 
(408) 720-8300 



12 



